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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to the reply filed on April 14, 2009. Claims 1-4 and 9-19 are 
pending and claims 5-8 stands withdrawn as non-elected invention. 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Newly submitted claim 8 is directed to an invention that is independent or distinct 
from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: Claim 8 is dependent 
upon an independent claim withdrawn form further consideration pursuant to being 
drawn to a nonelected invention. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for 
prosecution on the merits. Accordingly, claim 8 is withdrawn from consideration as 
being directed to a non-elected invention. See 37 CFR 1 .142(b) and MPEP § 821 .03. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The 1 1 2 second paragraph rejection is hereby withdrawn in view of applicant's 
amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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4. Claims 1, 3-4, 9-14, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Narayan et al. WlPO publication 02/13631 A1. 

a. Referring to claims 1 and 17-19, Narayan et al. teaches: 

(1 ) A water-soluble salt tablet (page 8, line 1 8) comprising: 
between 20 to 99.9% by weight of NaCI, iodine, K ions, Ca 
ions, and Mg ions being present as the chlorides and/or 
sulphates thereof (page 2, line 9-18 and page 4, line 18-24), 
wherein said tablets are formed from dehydrated granules 
having a particles size range from 500 microns to 5,000 
microns (page 7, line 28) and wherein the Mg ions are 
present in an amount between 0 to 10% by weight of soluble 
chloride or sulphate salt of magnesium (page 6, line 9-10). 

Based on Narayan et al. disclosure the Mg ions would be present 
about 0% and 2.5% by weight on a dry basis, as calculated based on the 
weight of the salts. 

b. Referring to claim 3, Narayan et al. teaches a predetermined weight as 
shown by the disclosure on page 4, lines 18-27. 

c. Referring to claim 4, Narayan et al. teaches: 

(2) The water-soluble salt tablet as claimed in claim 2, wherein 
said salt is a natural integral sea salt (page 1, line 10 and 13). 

d. Referring to claims 9-10, Narayan discloses an edible salt comprising 20 
to 99.9% by weight sodium chloride (page 6, line 7). 
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e. Referring to claims 11-14, Narayan discloses an edible salt wherein K ions 
are present between 0.1 to 80% by weight potassium chloride and Ca ions are 
present between 0 to 10% by weight of water soluble chloride or sulphate salt of 
calcium (page 3, line 21-23). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

6. Claims 2 and 15-16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Narayan et al. WlPO publication 02/13631 A1 and further in view of R. Aquaron, 
["Iodine content of non iodized salts and iodized salts obtained from the retail 
markets worldwide ", 8th World salt symposium, vol. 2, pages 935-940]. 

f. Referring to claims 2 and 15-16, Narayan et al. teaches: 

(3) The water-soluble salt tablet according to claim 1 , 
comprising: 

Wherein, K ions are present between 0.1 to 80% by weight 
potassium chloride and Ca ions are present between 0 to 10% by 
weight of water soluble chloride or sulphate salt of calcium (page 3, 
line 21-23). 

Narayan et al. also disclose the use of iodine in its embodiment (page 3, 
line 9-1 1) and that it meets the statutory requirement level of iodine in salt. 
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However, Narayan et al. fails to explicitly disclose the composition of iodine 
between 0.00053% and 0.0012% in its embodiment. 

The reference by R. Aquaron discloses that the iodine content in salt 
water varies with various locations. Since the claim does not include any 
particular location and based on the knowledge that sea salt contains trace 
amounts of iodine as shown in the disclosure of R. Aquaron, the mandatory 
iodine level in salt would be expected to be met by Narayan et al. (Narayan et al.; 
page 3, line 10). Furthermore R. Aquaron discloses iodine is a very important 
trace element, necessary for the biosynthesis of thyroid hormones (Aquaron; 
page 1, column 1, H 1), wherein current iodization levels according to specific 
country legislation vary from 20 to 100 ppm of Kl or KI03 (Aquaron; page 6, 
column 1 , H 2). It would have been obvious that iodine would be present in the 
amount claimed, as a result effective variable based on geographical location. 
Again, Narayan et al discloses the iodine in salt would be expected to meet the 
requirement. It would not be unreasonable, absent a showing to the contrary, that 
the combined references disclose the amount of the instant claims. 



Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed April 14, 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues Narayan does not describe or suggest forming a salt tablet from 
dehydrated granules having a particle size distribution between 0.8 mm to 1 .1 mm. 
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In response to argument, Narayan discloses various options to forming tablets 
such as spherical particles, irregular shape spheres, noodles and others through 
methods known in the art of forming granules (Narayan; page 7, line 24-page 8, line 
20). Narayan, further disclose drying the granules made by an additional drying step 
(page 8, line 20-25). The granules such as noodles or other irregular shaped granules, 
in the size range of 500 microns to 5,000 p, can be dried and then subjected to a 
process with sufficient force and pressure and attrition to cause the granules to round 
off to spheres (page 8, line 8-1 1 ). Narayan, further disclose forming the tablets or 
granulated salts with a blend of salts with a particles size of more than 500 microns or 
with crystal salt with a size of about 2 mm (page 9, line 7-10). It is held that where the 
claimed and prior art are identical or substantially identical in structure, a prima facie 
case will be considered to have been established over the claimed structure. 

Applicant argues Narayan forms a non-tableted free-flowing spherical particle of 
wet salt, which does not describe or suggest salt tablets formed from dehydrated 
granules. 

Again as disclosed above, Narayan discloses various options to forming tablets, 
one option is by spraying or applying a wet solution and then granulating, as applicant 
discloses, forming tablets or granules with a blend of salts having a particles size of 
more than 500 microns or with crystal salt with a size of about 2 mm (page 9, line 7-10). 
The granules may be dried by an additional drying step (page 8, line 20-25). Another 
option is to take dried granules such as noodles or other irregular shaped granules, in 
the size range of 500 microns to 5,000 p, and subjecting them to a process with 
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sufficient force and pressure and attrition to cause the granules to round off to spheres 
(page 8, line 8-11). Concluding the granules may be taken from a high moisture content 
to a lower moisture content, consequently dehydrated granules. 

Also, the claims recite a tablet; which in a reasonable broad interpretation would 
include pellets, spheres, solidified substances, granules, etc. 

Applicant argues Aquaron does not remedy the deficiencies of Narayan. 

In response to applicant's argument, the test for obviousness is not whether the 
features of a secondary reference may be bodily incorporated into the structure of the 
primary reference; nor is it that the claimed invention must be expressly suggested in 
any one or all of the references. Rather, the test is what the combined teachings of the 
references would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 
642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). Thus, the reference by R. Aquaron 
discloses that the iodine content in salt water varies with various locations. Since the 
claim does not include any particular location, based on the knowledge that sea salt 
contains trace amounts of iodine as shown in the disclosure of R. Aquaron, the 
mandatory iodine level in salt would be expected to be met by Narayan et al. (Narayan 
et al.; page 3, line 10). Furthermore R. Aquaron discloses notable amounts of iodine is a 
very important trace element, necessary for the biosynthesis of thyroid hormones 
(Aquaron; page 1, column 1, H 1), wherein current iodization levels according to specific 
country legislation vary from 20 to 100 ppm of Kl or KI03 (Aquaron; page 6, column 1 , H 
2). It would have been obvious that iodine would be present in the amount claimed, as a 
result effective variable based on geographical location. Again, Narayan et al discloses 
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the iodine In salt would be expected to meet tlie requirement. It would not be 
unreasonable, absent a showing to the contrary, that the combined references disclose 
the amount of the instant claims. 



8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply Is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action Is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any Inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DALILA TOUSSAINT whose telephone number Is 
(571 )270-7088. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 a.m. - 
5:00 p.m., EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Keith Hendricks can be reached on (571)272-1401 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

DT 



/KEITH D. HENDRICKS/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1794 



